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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 39 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 39 appears 
to be dependent upon claim 26 though applicant indicates dependency upon claim 21. 
Examiner assumes claim dependency upon claim 26 for sake of examination. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Harding(US Patent 5,794,052). 

As to claim 1, Harding discloses a method for controlling a startup 
sequence(software installation and setup, see column 4, line 11) in a computer 
system(computer system 300, see Fig. 2) comprising the steps of automatically 
monitoring at least one aspect of a plurality of startup applications(software programs, 
see column 4, lines 19-20) launched during the startup sequence(see column 4, lines 
35-44) and automatically analyzing the at least one aspect(individual modules of each 
software program, see column 4, lines 31-33) of the plurality of startup applications 
based on at least ope criteria(changes, see column 4, line 51), the at least one criteria 
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indicating whether a portion of the plurality of startup applications is extraneous at 
startup(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-31). Harding also discloses the 
method of controlling a startup sequence comprising automatically removing from the 
startup sequence at least one of the portion of the plurality of startup applications that 
are extraneous(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-33). 

As to claim 2, Harding discloses the method wherein the analyzing step further 
includes the step of analyzing at least one characteristic of the plurality of startup 
applications, the portion of the plurality of startup applications exhibiting the at least one 
undesirable characteristic(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-31). 

As to claim 3, Harding discloses the method wherein the at least one undesirable 
characteristic includes a particular termination method(see column 4, lines 51-52 and 
column 14, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 4, Harding discloses the method wherein the at least one undesirable 
characteristic includes a time of termination less than a particular threshold(see column 
4, lines 51-52 and column 14, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 5, Harding discloses the method wherein the at least one undesirable 
characteristic includes a crash rate greater than a particular threshold(see column 4, 
lines 51-52 and column 14, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 6, Harding discloses the method wherein each of the portion of the 
plurality loads an icon and wherein the at least one undesirable characteristic is use of 
the icon being below a particular threshold(see column 4, lines 51-52 and column 14, 
lines 27-30). 
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As to claim 7, Harding discloses the method wherein the analyzing step further 
includes the step of analyzing at least one behavior of the plurality of startup 
applications, the portion of the plurality of startup applications exhibiting at least one 
aberrant behavior(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-31). 

As to claim 8, Harding discloses the method wherein the analyzing step further 
includes the step of determining whether hardware utilized by each of the plurality of 
startup applications is available on the computer system, the portion of the plurality of 
utilizing unavailable hardware(see column 5, lines 3-5). 

As to claim 9, Harding discloses the method wherein the automatically removing 
step further includes the step of providing a notification that the portion of the plurality of 
startup applications is extraneous(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-31). 

As to claim 10, Harding discloses the method wherein the automatically removing 
step further includes the steps of allowing a user to indicate whether the at least one of 
the portion of the plurality of startup applications is desired to be removed(see column 
8, lines 4-6), and automatically removing at least one of the portion of the plurality of 
startup applications from the startup sequence only if the user indicates that the at least 
one of the portion of the plurality of startup applications is desired to be removed(see 
Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-31). 

As to claim 11, Harding discloses the method wherein the automatically removing 
step further includes the step of blacklisting the at least one of the portion of the plurality 
of startup applications so that the at least one of the portion of the plurality of startup 
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applications is not reentered to the startup sequence without the user's explicit 
approval(see column 8, lines 11-14). 

As to claim 12, Harding discloses the method wherein the automatically removing 
step further includes the steps of allowing a user to select between automatically 
removing the at least one of the portion of plurality of applications from the startup 
sequence and uninstalling the at least one of the portion of plurality of applications(see 
Fig. 3, step 590; column 14, lines 29-33; and column 8, lines 11-14). 

As to claim 13, Harding discloses a computer-readable medium containing a 
program for controlling a startup sequence(software installation and setup, see column 
4, line 1 1) in a computer system(computer system 300,. see Fig. 2), the program 
including instructions for automatically monitoring at least one aspect of a plurality of 
startup applications(software programs, see column 4, lines 19-20) launched during the 
startup sequence(see column 4, lines 35-44), and automatically analyzing the at least 
one aspect(individual modules of each software program, see column 4, lines 31-33) of 
the plurality of startup applications based on at least one criteria(changes, see column 
4, line 51), the at least one criteria indicating whether a portion of the plurality of startup 
applications is extraneous at startup(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-31). 
Harding also discloses the computer-readable medium containing a program for 
controlling a startup sequence automatically removing from the startup sequence at 
least one of the portion of the plurality of startup applications that is extraneous(see Fig. 
3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-33). 
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As to claim 14, Harding discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the 
analyzing instructions further includes instructions for analyzing at least one 
characteristic of the plurality of startup applications, the portion of the plurality of startup 
applications exhibiting the at least one undesirable characteristic(see Fig. 3, step 590 
and column 14, lines 29-31). 

As to claim 15, Harding discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the at 
least one undesirable characteristic includes a particular termination method(see 
column 4, lines 51-52 and column 14, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 16, Harding discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the at 
least one undesirable characteristic includes a time of termination less than a particular 
threshold(see column 4, lines 51-52 and column 14, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 17, Harding discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the at 
least one undesirable characteristic includes a crash rate greater than a particular 
threshold(see column 4, lines 51-52 and column 14, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 18, Harding discloses the computer-readable medium wherein each 
of the portion of the plurality loads an icon and wherein the at least one undesirable 
characteristic is use of the icon being below a particular threshold(see column 4, lines 
51-52 and column 14, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 19, Harding discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the 
analyzing instructions further includes instructions for analyzing at least one behavior of 
the plurality of startup applications, the portion of the plurality of startup applications 
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exhibiting at least one aberrant behavior(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29- 
31). 

As to claim 20, Harding discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the 
analyzing step further includes the step of determining whether hardware utilized by 
each of the plurality of startup applications is available on the computer system, the 
portion of the plurality of utilizing unavailable hardware(see column 5, lines 3-5). 

As to claim 21 , Harding discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the 
automatically removing instructions further includes instructions for providing a 
notification that the portion of the plurality of startup applications is extraneous(see Fig. 
3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-31). 

As to claim 22, Harding discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the 
automatically removing step instructions includes instructions for allowing a user to 
indicate whether the at least one of the portion of the plurality of startup applications is 
desired to be removed(see column 8, lines 4-6), and automatically removing at least 
one of the portion of the plurality of startup applications from the startup sequence only 
if the user indicates that the at least one of the portion of the plurality of startup 
applications is desired to be removed(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-31). 

As to claim 23, Harding discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the 
automatically removing instructions further includes instructions for blacklisting the at 
least one of the portion of the plurality of startup applications so that the at least one of 
the portion of the plurality of startup applications is not reentered to the startup 
sequence without the user's approval(see column 8, lines 11-14). 



Application/Control Number: 10/600,772 Page 8 

Art Unit: 21 16 

As to claim 24, Harding discloses the computer-readable medium wherein the 
automatically removing instructions further includes instructions for allowing a user to 
select between automatically removing the at least one of the portion of plurality of 
applications from the startup sequence and uninstalling the at least one of the portion of 
plurality of applications(see Fig. 3, step 590; column 14, lines 29-33; and column 8, 
lines 11-14). 

As to claim 25, Harding discloses a computer system(computer system 300, see 
Fig. 2) comprising a plurality of startup applications(software programs, see column 4, 
lines 19-20) launched during startup, and a startup application elimination module for 
automatically monitoring at least one aspect(individual modules of each software 
program, see column 4, lines 31-33) of the plurality of startup applications launched 
during the startup sequence(software installation and setup, see column 4, line 11), the 
startup application elimination module also for automatically analyzing the at least one 
aspect of the plurality of startup applications to based on at least one criteria(changes, 
see column 4, line 51), the at least one criteria indicating whether a portion of the 
plurality of startup applications is extraneous at startup(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 
14, lines 29-31), the startup application elimination module also for automatically 
removing from the startup sequence at least one of the portion of the plurality of startup 
applications that is extraneous(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-33). 

As to claim 26, Harding discloses the computer system wherein the startup 
application elimination module further analyzes at least one characteristic of the plurality 
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of startup applications, the portion of the plurality of startup applications exhibiting the at 
least one undesirable characteristic(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-31). 

As to claim 27, Harding discloses the computer system of claim 26 wherein the at 
least one undesirable characteristic includes a particular termination method(see y 
column 4, lines 51-52 and column 14, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 28, Harding discloses the computer system wherein the at least one 
undesirable characteristic includes a time of termination less than a particular 
threshold(see column 4, lines 51-52 and column 14, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 29, Harding discloses the computer system wherein the at least one 
undesirable characteristic includes a crash rate greater than a particular threshold(see 
column 4, lines 51-52 and column 14, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 30, Harding discloses the computer system wherein each of the 
portion of the plurality loads an icon and wherein the at least one undesirable 
characteristic is use of the icon being below a particular threshold(see column 4, lines 
51-52 and column 14, lines 27-30). 

As to claim 31 , Harding discloses the computer system wherein the startup 
application elimination module further analyzes at least one behavior of the plurality of 
startup applications, the portion of the plurality of startup applications exhibiting at least 
one aberrant behavior(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-31). 

As to claim 32, Harding discloses the computer system wherein the startup 
application elimination module further determines whether hardware utilized by each of 
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the plurality of startup applications is available on the computer system, the portion of 
the plurality of utilizing unavailable hardware(see column 5, lines 3-5). 

As to claim 33, Harding discloses the computer system wherein the startup 
application elimination module further provides a notification that the portion of the 
plurality of startup applications is extraneous(see Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 
29-31). 

As to claim 34, Harding discloses the computer system wherein the computer 
system further includes at least one input/output device that allows a user to indicate 
whether the at least one of the portion of the plurality of startup applications is desired to 
be removed(see column 8, lines 4-6), and wherein the startup application elimination 
module further automatically removes at least one of the portion of the plurality of 
startup applications from the startup sequence only if the user indicates that the at least 
one of the portion of the plurality of startup applications is desired to be removed(see 
Fig. 3, step 590 and column 14, lines 29-31). 

As to claim 35, Harding discloses the computer system wherein the startup 
application elimination module further blacklists the at least one of the portion of the 
plurality of startup applications so that the at least one of the portion of the plurality of 
startup applications is not reentered to the startup sequence without the user's 
approval(see column 8, lines 11-14). 

As to claim 36, Harding discloses the computer system wherein the startup 
application elimination module further allows a user to select between automatically 
removing the at least one of the portion of plurality of applications from the startup 
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sequence and uninstalling the at least one of the portion of plurality of applications(see 
Fig. 3, step 590; column 14, lines 29-33; and column 8, lines 11-14). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 37-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Harding(US Patent 5,794,052) in view of Batachia et al.(US PGPub 2002/0082912). 

As to claim 37, Harding discloses the method as cited in claim 2 and explained 
above. However, Harding fails to disclose the method wherein the at least one 
undesirable characteristic includes accessing at least one particular internet address. 

Batachia teaches a method wherein the at least one undesirable characteristic 
includes accessing at least one particular internet address(see paragraph 0003, lines 6- 
8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
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was made to combine the inventions of Harding and Batachia in order to identify 
undesirable internet addresses as they relate to startup applications. The motivation to 
do so would be able to take those undesirable internet address and eliminate them from 
the startup routine. 

As to claim 38, Harding discloses the computer-readable medium as cited in 
claim 14 and explained above. However, Harding fails to disclose the computer- 
readable medium wherein the at least one undesirable characteristic includes accessing 
at least one particular internet address. 

Batachia teaches a computer-readable medium wherein the at least one 
undesirable characteristic includes accessing at least one particular internet 
address(see paragraph 0003, lines 6-8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the inventions of Harding 
and Batachia in order to identify undesirable internet addresses as they relate to startup 
applications. The motivation to do so would be able to take those undesirable internet 
address and eliminate them from the startup routine. 

As to claim 39, Harding discloses the computer system as cited in claim 26 and 
explained above. However, Harding fails to disclose the computer system wherein the 
at least one undesirable characteristic includes accessing at least one particular internet 
address. 

Batachia teaches a computer system wherein the at least one undesirable 
characteristic includes accessing at least one particular internet address(see paragraph 
0003, lines 6-8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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the invention was made to combine the inventions of Harding and Batachia in order to 
identify undesirable internet addresses as they* relate to startup applications. The 
motivation to do so would be able to take those undesirable internet address and 
eliminate them from the startup routine. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 6/9/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues that Harding fails to teach "automatically monitoring 
aspect(s) of multiple startup applications, automatically analyzing these startup 
applications with respect to certain criteria, and then automatically removing some 
portion of these startup applications." Applicant goes on to state that Harding describes 
a system which requires user input in order to remove applications. After further 
consideration, Examiner disagrees for Harding teaches that a batch file is ran by the 
software setup program thus meaning these steps are ran automatically(see column 7, 
lines 53-60) and not by user input. It is only prior to this point when user intervention is 
mentioned(see column 7, lines 60-65) and the user selects a program language. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael Brown whose telephone number is (571)272- 
5932. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 7:00am to 
5:30pm(EST). 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIRS) system. Status information for the 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications are available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 886-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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